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CAN THE INFALLIBILITY OF THE CHUIJCH BE 
PHOVED FROM SCEIPTURE ? 

Once upon a time a Wind man went .istray in the middle 
of a wood, at a considerable distance from a certiiin large 
town. The paths were so entangled that, even had he 
the use of eye-sight, it wonld have been almost impossible 
for him to have discovered the right way ; and as the wood 
was never traversed by any passenger, there was no hope 
of his obtaining any assistance. But necessity is the mother 
of invention. As his life depended on his getting out, 
his ingenuity was sharpened to such a degree that 
he could not be detained by any ordinary obstacle. So, 
after considerable thought, he invented and put in practice 
a very simple way of making his escape. Can any of our 
readers guess how? Why, lie just went to the town and 
got a guide, and then the guide showed him the way out. 

What a nonsensical story ! exclaims a reader; why, if 
the blind man could not find his way, how conld heget to the 
town to look for a guide ; or supposing that ho did, by anj' 
chance, make his way to the town, what need wonld he then 
have for a guide out of the wood ? Well, really, perhaps 
there is some force in this objection. All we can do is, to 
request those readers who are so severely critical upon a 
poor little story, told only for their amusement, to require at 
least as much consistency and plausibility in the proofs of- 
fered to them of a truth, wliicli they are told it is essential 
to their salvation they should believe. And now for the 
application of om- story. 

When the advocates of the Church of Rome endeavour 
to form a proof by arguments from reason for the in- 
fallibility of their Church, the line they generally take is to 
try to m.tke out that it is impossible for men, by the exercise 
of their private judgment, to arrive at any certainty on 
matters of religion. Those who suppose that they might 
possibly obtain some knowledge of God's truth from the 
study of his Word, are told that without the authority of an 
infallible guide it is impossible for them to know what books 
deserve to be counted as Scripture ; or, supposing this as- 
certained, thitt it would be impossible for them, without an 
infallible inteqneter, to arrive at a knowledge of the mean- 
ing of the Bible. In short, the advocates of the Church 
of Rome represent men, without the help of an infallible 
guide, to be in as helpless a condition as the blind man in 
the wockI, of whom we have just told. 

But, then, unfortunately, the next thing they have to do 
is, to give some proof that the infallible guide actually 
esdsts, whom they represent to be so necessiirj'. They 
know that they cannot expect their Church's claims to be 
received on her bare word alone : and so they are com- 
pelled to bring forward some proofs from reason and Scrip- 
ture. But who is to judge of these proofs? Why, just 
the individual whose private judgment they have repre- 
sented as 60 little trustworthy. At one time they talk as if 
without the Church's authority an individual conld not 
prove by Scripture testimony such fundamental truths as 
the atonement or the Divinity of our Lord. At another 
time, they suppose the same individual capable of solving 
the most difficult problem In all theology — namely, the 
eileiting from Scripture a proof of the infallibility of the 
. Church of Rome. This is exactly sending the blind man 
a long journey to look for his guide. 



Now, just consider how many things the private Chris- 
tian must have accomplished before he can obtain from 
Scripture a proof of the existence of an infallible Church. 
He must know — (1) That the Scripture is the Word of 
God^2) That it has been brought down pure and uncor- 
rupted to us — (3) He must be able to understand the mean- 
ing of it — (4) Supposing- that he has proved from Scripture 
that some Church is infallible, he must know what aChurch 
is, and wliat constitutes a Iwdy of men to be a Church — 
(5) Since there are several bodies of men calling them- 
selves Churches, and condemning one another as guilty of 
error, schism, and heresy, he must ascertain which of them 
is that society where infallibility is to be found — (G) If in 
the Church selected there he different opinions as to the 
seat of infallibility, he must be well assured in whom this 
great privilege is vested before he can be bound to acknow- 
ledge and submit to it— and (7) If it lie found that every- 
thing propounded by the guide selected is not alleged to be 
infallible, he must have some rule for knowing when his in- 
fallible guide is speaking infallibly, and when he is not. All 
this the private Christian must perform without the help of 
any infallible guide, for they are the steps absolutely neces- 
sary in the process of finding one. If he can arrive at cer- 
tainty on these points by the exercise of his pri»-ate judg- 
ment, then he may very well dispense with any infallible 
guide, and trust his private judgment a good deal further. 
If he is so skilful in diving into the mysteries of Scripture 
as to be able to elicit from the text — " Thou art Peter, and 
on this rock I will build my Church," the doctrine — The 
Bishop of Rome is infallible — he can scarcely require a 
guide to tell him the meaning of texts so comparatively 
plain, as " God so loved the world that he gave his only 
begotten Son that whosoever believeth on him should not 
perish, but have everlasting life," 

AVhen therefore we proceed to discuss the meaning of the 
texts which are brought forward in proof of the infallibility 
of the Church of Rome, we are arguing with opponents 
who are beaten before the battle commences. By offering 
texts at all in proof of such a doctrine, they place them- 
selves in an untenable position. They rest the authority of 
Scripture on the infallibility of the Church, and now they 
want to establish tlie infiillibility of the Church by the 
authority of Scripture. This is the vicious circle out of which 
the advocates of Romanism never have been able to escape. 
But whether they are consistent in appealing to Scrip- 
ture or no, it is ground we arc heartily glad to get them on ; 
and so, without further preface, we go on to consider the 
passages they usually bring forward. 

And first, then, we shall take a class of passages, bolii horn 
the Old and New Testament, which are brought forward 
as describing the perfection and purity of the Church. We 
take as specimens, for the most part, those selected by the 
writer of The Touchstone. 

Isaiah lix. 20, 21. — " The Redeemer shall come to Zion, 
and unto them that turn from transgression in Jacob. As 
forme, this is my covenant with them, saith the Lord : my 
Spirit that is upon thee, and my words which I have put 
in thy mouth shall not depart out of thy mouth, nor out of 
the month of thy seed, nor out of the mouth of thy seed's 
seed, saith the Lord, from henceforth and for ever." 

Ps. Ixxii. 5, 7. — " They shall fear thee as long as the 
sun and moon endure, throughout all generations. In his 
days shall the righteous fiourish, and abundance of peace 
so long as the moon endureth." 

Isaiah liv. 9. — "As I have sworn that the waters of 
Noah should no more go over the earth, so I have sworn 
that I would not be wroth with thee, nor rebuke thee. 
For the mountains shall depart, and the hills be removed, 
but my kindness shall not depart from thee; neither shall 
the covenant of my peace be removed, saith the Lord that 
hath mercy upon thee." 

Eph. V. 25, 26, 27.— " Christ also loved the Church, 
and gave himself for it: that he might sanctify and cleanse 
it with the washing of water by the word, and present it to 
himself, a glorious Church, not having spot or wrinkle or 
any such thing ; but that it should 1m noly and without 
blemish." 

We are content not to raise any question as to the appli- 
eabilitr to the Christian Church of the passages here 
alleged from the Old Testament. None of them certainly 
speak in loftier language of the glories of the Chtu-ch than 
that last quoted from the New. But then it must be 
remembered that tfie Charch consists of two parts — a 



Church militant, and a Church triumphant: that the 
Church has two conditions — a present one of imperfection 
and trial, a future one of glory and happiness. We ar« 
not warranted in applying to the one state the promises 
which refer to the other. If the Church be not in a position 
to claim as already fulfilled the promises of her being holy, 
pure, and witliout blemish, neither may she assert for her 
doctrine greater perfection than for her practice. None of 
the prophecies quoted justify us in separating the one from 
the other; nay, they speak even more strongly of th« 
righteousness and peace which was to abound in lier, than 
of the truth by which she was to be distinguished. If, then, 
we prove by unquestionable Roman Catholic authority, that 
these promises of glory and perfection are not fulfilled in 
the present state of the Church, we may fairly set thes« 
texts aside as having no bearing upon the present question. 

First, then, we cite the declaration of Pope Adrian II. 
by his nimcio, at the imperial diet of Nuremberg (1522). 
" We know that for a long time there have existed many 
abominations in this holy See, abuses of spiritual things, 
excesses in the exercise of jurisdiction : all things, in short, 
have been changed and perverted. Nor need we wonder 
that corruption has descended from the head to the mem- 
bers, from the Supreme Pontiff to the inferior prelates. Wft 
have all, that is, prelates and ecclesiastics, turned aside each 
one to his own way, for none of us have done well, no not 
one." — Rainald. Ann. Eccl. An. 1522, n. OC, torn, xx., 
p. 3C5. 

Secondly, we offer the testimony of Cardinal Bellarmine — 
" Some years before the rise of the Lutheran and Calvin- 
istic heresy, according to the testimony of those who were 
then alive, there was almost an entire abandonment of 
equity in the ecclesiastical judgments ; in morals no dis- 
cipline ; in sacred literature, no erudition ; in Divine things, 
no reverence ; religion was almost extinct." — Concio xxviii. 
Opp. vi. 29fi. Colon. 1617. 

We could add abundance of other Roman Catholi* 
acknowledgments that the Church, in her present state, is 
very far indeed from being in a position to claim, as her 
own, the cliaracter of being a glorious Church, free from 
spot or wTiuklo or any such thing. 

We may, therefore, hence deduce a general caution ; 
before we apply any statement of the Scripture to the 
Church, we must asceitain what part of the Church, and 
what state of the Church is there spoken of. It is only by 
not attending to this caution men have thought they had 
made out a Scriptural proof that the Church which voted 
image-worship lawful, and the Books of the Maccabees 
canonical, was free from error ; and they might make out 
exactly as good a proof from the texts we have given, th.it 
the Church which had Alexander VI. for its head was free 
from sin.* 

The next texts we shall consider are our Lord's pro- 
mises. — Matthew xvi. 18. — "The gates of hell shall not 
prevail against it ;'' and Matthew xxviii. 20, — " Lo I am 
with you always, even unto the end of the world." 

We may fairly infer from these words the peq)etual 
existence of the Church, and that our Lord has promised 
it his constant protection ; but there is not a word here 
about infallibility. These texts would Imve force, if Pro- 
testants asserted that the Church had become extinct in 
the sixteenth century, and that Luther had founded a new 
Church ; but, on the contrary, they always speak of the 
event which then occurred as a reformation of the Church, 
implying that she existed before, though not in a pure 
state. Protestants believe that Christ nlways has been 
with his Church, and has never withdrawn his protection 
from it. There is no more signal proof of this than the 
history of those times; when the gait's •" bell made their 
fiercest assault against tlie Church, wln-'i -. iniidcl Pope 
(Leo X.) was recognised as the HeaJ 'he Church ; 
when, according to the description just quui>;ii from Bel- 
larmine, there was in moraU no discipline, in Divine 



* This passage from Ephesiaos is «ne of those cited by Mr. Rourlte, 
IDd affords, accordiag lo bim, an invincible demonsttation that the 
Church never rebelled against Chrisi, by error, idolatry, or fal:>e 
worship. Does be not see that the same text affords just as good a 
demoaslratioo that she never rebelled against him by sic, that sbe 
was never in such a stale that religion could be said to be " almost 
extinct ?" 

Mr. Rourke adds, that If the Church vras liable to err, Christ could 
not love ber ! It approaches to blasphemy to deny the love of our 
Saviour, because of the imperfectlooa which we experience in ibisstttfol 
world — 8m Inftl, p. 128. 
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things no reverence, religion was almost extinct Even 
in those worst of times she still retained the germs ot 
Titality, she rtill preserved thq fiindamental doctrines of 
the Gospel : she still was the depository of the Word of 
God; and when religion was re-»nimated in the world, 
it was not by the overthrow of the Church and the 
institution of a new society, hut by the exertions of 
teachers from her own bosom, who had nothing to do but 
to clear her from modem corruptions, to claim their true 
place for the doctrines which had been from the begin- 
ning, using no other instrument of reformation, than 
the Scriptures, which she had never parted with. 
Matthew xviii. 17. — " Hear the Church." 
This is one of the texts which, in want of better, are 
sometimes brought forward to prove the infaUibllity of the 
Church. We have before had occ.ision to show how little 
it has to do with that question, and here we again print 
the context of the passage, that those readers who are not 
familiar with the Bible may be able to see how very unfair 
is the controversial iise which has been attempted to be 
made of this text : — 

" If thy brother trespass against thee, go and tell him 
his fault between thee and him alone : if he shall hear thee, 
thou hast gained thy brother ; but if he will not hear thee, 
then take with thee one or two more, that in the mouth of 
two or three witnesses every word may be estiiblishcd. 
And if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the 
Church ; but if he neglect to hear the Church, let him be 
imto thee as a heathen man and a publican." 

Here, then, we see that the text refers not to questions 
of doctrine at all, but to private disputes between Chris- 
tians, and especially at the time when they formed a small 
iociety in the midst of heathens. They are directed, if 
they fail to settle their ditfereuccs amicably among them- 
selves, or by the intervention of friends, to bring the case — 
not before a heathen law coiut (see 1 Cor. vi.), but before 
the Church. Of course it does not mean the Church uni- 
versal, which could not possibly take cognizance of every 
private dispute among Christians, but the p.irticular con- 
gregation to which the parties belonged. And either party 
refusing to submit to the arbitration of the Church was 
to be treated ,is a heathen — as excommunicate from their 
society. All this is so very plain and simple that we can 
scarcely acquit of dishonesty those controversialistn who 
wrest what is said about the decisions of particular 
churches on points of private diilerence between Christians, 
as if it were meant of decisions of the universal Church in 
points of doctrine. 

1 Tim. iii. 15, 16 — "That thou mayest know liow thou 
oughtest to behave thyself in the house of Gml, which is 
the Church of the living Gcxi, the pillar and ground of the 
truth. And without controversy great is the mystery of 
godliness — God was manifest in the flesh, justiKed in the 
spirit, seen of angels, preached to the Gentiles, believed on 
in the world, received up into glory.*' 

On the words " pillar and ground of the truth," applied 
to the Church in the foregoing text, an argument is 
founded in behalf of tlie infallibility of the Church. 

As our article has already nm to great length, we sliall 
not raise a question as to whether the words " pillar and 
ground of the truth" refer to the Church at all ; although 
Gregory Nyssen and other Fathers understand them here 
as spoken of Timothy himself, while other distinguished 
men read them in connection with what follows, understand- 
ing, by the " pillar and ground of the truth," those funda- 
ment^ doctrines contained in the IGth verse ; just in the 
fame way that the Apostle's Creed is called by so mi«ny 
Fathers the pillar of the truth (Epiphanius), the founda- 
tion of the faith (Augustine), &c. But understanding the 
words as referring to the Church, there is no difficulty in 
explaining them. The Church is that body which pre- 
serves and keeps, which maintains and upholds, the Chris- 
tian faith ; and just as heretical congregations were the 
pillars and stays of falsehood, maintained and defended 
it, testified to it and endeavoured to continue it to posterity : 
jiLstsois the Church the pillar and ground of truth; it 
professes the Christian faith, and maintains it as the truth 
of God, notwithstanding all the persecutions of its ene- 
mies. 

Neither is there any difhculty in showing what the words 
do not mean. The Chiu'ch is not the foundation on which 
the truth is built, and is not that which gives it authority 
and makes it be truth. On the contrary, the truth is the 
foundation on which the Church is built, and is what 
makes it to be a Church. So St. Chrysostom, on this very 
passage, says — " The truth is the pillar and ground of tlie 
Church," and we have Scripture testimony to the same po- 
sition.— Eph. ii. 20, 21, 22; Matthew xvi. 18. 

Again, nothing is more certain than that this plirusc, 
'■ pillar anil ground of the tnuh," did not, in the judgment 
of the early Church, imply infallibility. It is a|>plied, .as 
we have said,-by Gregory Nyssen, to Timothy, by St. Ba- 
sil to Musonius, Bishop of Neo Ciesarea, Ep. 67 ; to Athan- 
asius of Ancyra, Ep. 62 ; by Gregory Nyssen to Basil, Or. 
19 ; to Athanasius, Or. 2:5 ; to Eusebius of Sainosata, 
Ep. 20. We could add to our list, but we may give 
insitead the statement of Gregory Nyssen, that every 
pious member of the Church may lay claim to this title. 
The following is his explanation of the passage in question ; 
and though, in our private judgment, it is not the most 
natural way of interpreting the text to refer the words to 
Timothy, yet those who have sworn (as all Roman 
Catholic priests have once) to interpret Scripture according 



to the unanimous consent of the Fathers, will never here- 
after, we hope, venture to apply this text to the Catholic 
Church — "Paul, while ho builds up the illnstrious 
Timothy as a house to receive God, places in it these two 
pillars, on one of which he inscribes the name of faith, and 
on the other conscience. . . . By both these we may 
become such pillars as Peter, and James, and John, or if 
there be any one else that hath been, or shall be worthy 
of this name. For whosoever is perfected in these two 
commandments [to love God, and to love his neighbour], 
he is fi-amed to be a pillar and ground of the truth, accord- 
ing to the language of the Apostle." — Hom. 14, in Cant. 
Cantic., vol. i., p. 684. Paris, 1638. Now, since it will 
not be pretended that Musonius, or Basil, or Eusebius, or 
that every pious Christian is infallible, we see that it is a 
modem fancy that these words "pillar and ground of the 
truth" imply infallibility. 

We have not space for the consideration of more texts ; 
but we have the satisfaction of thinking that we have de- 
voted the limited space at our disposal to the discussion of 
those texts which the believers in the infallibility of the 
Church think to be the strongest in their favour. And the 



Perament and position of Mahomet himself; but this ana- 
logy is totally inapplicable to the case of the English Re- 
formation. Our readers do not need to be told that the 
Church of England claims to be in possession of a sys- 
tem of Divine truth, which was taught by Christ and his 
Apostles, and with which the character of Henry VIII. 
has as little to do as that of Confucius. 

We assert, in opposition to the Church of Rome, that 
the sacrifice of the mass is unscriptural and unlawful : is it 
any answer to be told that Henry VIII. was a cruel and 
inconstant husband? We call in question the supremacy and 
infallibility of the Pope ; we are met by the reply, that 
Henry VIII. beheaded Catherine Howard. We believe 
that there is but one Mediator, and that invocation of 
saints is forbidden : " no matter," it is said, " the Church 
of England was founded by a monster who had six wives!" 
Surely such puerile attempts to mislead inqniri'rs from the 
real and momentous points at issue oul y indicate the inhe- 
rent weakness of the adversary's cause. 

But, perhaps, a more effective way of checking such a 
line of controversy for the future will be, to show how 
easily it can be retorted against Roman Catholics them- 



conclusion from the whole is, that there is not one whit selves. As the character of Henry VIII. has been so fre- 
more Scriptural ground for believing in an infallible Church ! quently brought upon the stage by Romish controversialists, 



than in an impeccable Church — that though our Lord is 
ever with his Church — though he has given it his Spirit, 
who is both a Spirit of truth and a Spirit of holiness — 



it can scarcely be deemed unreasonable to compare the per- 
sonal history of this monarch with that of some contempo- 
raneous Pope. This comparison is, indeed, almost forced 



though that Spirit has prevented the sin and error of the upon us by the arguments of one of our chief opponents, 
world from shutting out his people from eternal life, yet } Cardinal Bellarmine, as it is well known, has specified 



that perfect truth or perfect holiness are not attainable in 
the present dispensation. 



'holiness of life of the doctors of the Church " as one of 
his " notes " whereby the true Church may be distinguished; 
and where are we to look for holiness, if not in the Church's 
infallible head, who claims the title of " His Holiness " as 
ALEXANDER VI. AND HENRY VIII. his proper and peculiar designation ? Our only apprehen- 

It is a matter of common observation, that when one of j «'on.>s. l«st the ghost of the king may haiint us for our 
two rival disputants is worsted in an argument, he very i unfaimess, m venturing to expect as much virtue and self- 
frequently loses his temper, and begins to abuse liis oppo- ! <«'"'»' f™™ » mere earthly monarch, as from the wearer of 
nents, or his opponents' supposed friends and supporters. ! *"« t"Ple croivn— the vicar and vicegerent of Christ upon 



Sometimes, too, when a man feels that his cause is entirely | 
indefensible, lie is apt to have recourse to person.al invec- j 
tivc, in the hope that, by distracting the attention of his i 
adversary from the real point at issue, he may be en.abled ! 
to avoid a defeat which would otherwise have been inevi- i 
table. These attempts to make invective supply the want 
of argument, remind us of the story of the lawyer, who 
being retained in a cause in which justice vfas not exactly 
on his side, on opening his brief found only the concise in- ■ 
structions — " No case ; abuse the plaintitt's attorney." 

Our Skibbereen correspondent, Mr.JamesWillson, whose ' 
letter we printed at length in our last number, and from 
whom we have received another letter since indited in asimi- 
lar spirit, appears to act on the principle just alluded to. 
Unwilling or unable to enter the fair field of argument, he 
has had recourse to the ignoble weapons of abuse and in- i 
vective. Those persons who were formerly instrumental 
in promoting the cause of the Reformation are, of course, 
the objects of his bitterest censure. According to him, 
" the murderous, the adulterous, the incestuous King 
Henry VIII. was the founder of the iniquitous, perjuring, 
antichristian " Church of England. He stigmatizes 
Luther as " an envions, proud friar, the firebrand of hell, 
the arch-heretic." And he finally winds up his denun- 
ciations by the sweeping assertion that we have " calum- 
niated Popes, Popery, bishops, priests, monks, nuns, the 
confessional — in fact, anything Catholic — all Christi- 
anity." 

To the charge against ourselves, urged as it is without 
a shadow of proof or foundation, we shall not condescend 
to otfer a word of reply. And we may safely leave the 



earth. 

We propose, therefore, for the information of our readers* 
to draw a brief parallel between Henry VIII. and the con 
temporaneous (or nearly contemporaneous)* Pontiff, 
Alexander VI. We shall perform this task with the 
strictest faiquess and impartiality ; and for this end, the 
facts relating to the history of the Pope shall be taken from 
the most unimpeachable Roman Catholic authorities, 
Guiccardini, Burchard,t Moreri, Cardinal Bembo, and 
others. 

In estimating the character of Henry VIII. we are 
prepared, for the sake of brevity, to admit all, or nearly 
all, that his enemies have laid to his charge. The most 
eminent English historian who has treated of his reign, 
declares that he was violent, cruel, profuse, rapacious, 
bigoted, and unjust. Lest our Roman Catholic readers 
should feel any undue triumph in this matter, however, 
we must remind them of a fact which is often forgotten — 
namely, that up to the very end of his life the religions 
opinions of this king were much more akin to those of the 
Church of Rome than the Church of England. In proof 
of this assertion, we need only refer to the atrocious Act of 
Six Articles, which he compelled his parliament to pass ia 
1539, a few years before the close of his reign. J By this 
Act all persons who denied the doctrine of the real pre- 
sence were condemned to be burnt ; and the denial of com- 
munion in one kind, of the perpetual obligation of vows of 
chastity, of private masses, of the celibacy of the clergy, or 
of auricular confession, subjected the offender to the for- 
feiture of all his goods and chattels, and imprisonment 
during the king's pleasure. It is plain, therefore, that a 



character of the great Gemian reformer to the judgment of monarch who enforced upon his subjects, under such severe 
more cool and dispassionate critics than Mr. Willson of penalties, the belief of all these points of orthodox Roman 
Skibbereeu. It was wittily observed by Erasmus, in the Catholic belief, must have been himself at heart much 
life-time of Luther, in reference to tlie hostile attacks more of a Roman Catholic than a Protestant, 
which were then made upon him— "Luther has committed^ „ ^et us now turn onr eyes from the King to the Pontiff, 
two unpardonable faults: he touched the monks' bellies! fO'lfSO LenzuoU was descended from a noble Spanish 
and the Pope's crown." And we may add that the deadly f 'amily. On the elevation of his maternal uncle, Alfonso 
enmitv of some Roman Catholic writers to the memory of ' Borgia, to the pontificate, under the title of Calixtus III., 
Luther only proves how keenly they feel the fatal injury j Roderigo was called to Rome, and, taking the name of 



which was inflicted upon the Church of Rome by his 
means. 

As regards the character of Henry VIII., however, and 
his connection with the English Reformation, we desire, 
more for our readers' sake than our own, to say a few 
words. This has always been a favourite topic with 
Roman Catholic controversialists, who have sought, by 
exposing the faults of that monarch's history, to throw 
discredit on the origin of the great religious movement 
which severed England from the Papal See. And yet, it 
needs but a moment's reflection to see that this question is 
one which is entirely irrelevant to the real point at issue 
between the two Churches — namely, the trath or falsehood 
of the doctrines which they respectively hold. 

Let it be granted, for the sake of argument, that the 
character of Henry VIII. was as bad, and his motives as 
corrapt, as his worst enemies have represented them to be, 
we ask, what has this to do with the religious part of the 
controversy, the only part in which people of the present 
day have any real interest or concern ? The character of 
the founder of a new religion may, indeed, be fairly called 
in question, when we wish to form a judgment as to the 
nature of the religious system which he taught. We may 
point out the features of the Mahometan creed, for ex- 
ample, which were impressed npon it by the peculiar tem- 



Borgia, he was appointed Archbishop of Valencia, and 
Cardinal of S. Nicolo. After filling these high dignities 
for more than thirty-five years, he was elected Pope, under 
the title of Alexander VI. 

So far, all the advantages were on the side of the Pontiff. 
Henry at his accession was young and inexperienced, and 
just set free from parental control. Alexander VI. had 
for years filled high ecclesiastical functions, imposing grave 
responsibilities; and he had reached the mature age of 
sixty before he was elected to fill the Papal throne. We 
may naturally expect, therefore, to find the latter free 
from those faults and vices which disgraced the character 
of the former. 

But how stands the case ? Alexander's first act was to 
purchase the Popedom by the most flagitious bribery. We 
are told, in the diary of his Ctuunberlun B orchard, which 



* A period of ODly sis years interrened between the death of 
Alexander VI and Henry's succession to the throne. Ttie former 
event happened in 1503, the Utter in 1509. 

t Burchard was Master of tlie Ceremonies to Alexander VI., and 
an eye-witness of many of the erenta which he deserlties. His diary, 
written in a curious mixture of Latin, French, and Italian, was pub* 
llsbed at Hanover, in 1696. 

J See the Catholic LAmAH, VoL I., p. ISl, for a foil account of 
this public record of Henry VIII,th'8 religioiis sentiments 



